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as personal creditor of G, arrested the whisky in the hands of the ware-
house-keeper.
Presuming..that by English law Inglis, claiming through G,
had a better right to the whisky than Robertson, would that
conclude the matter in his favour ? It would not do so if Scottish
law were applicable, for the rule in Scotland is that a pledgee
who wishes to make his pledges effective in such circumstances
must give notice to the warehouse-keeper, otherwise his right
is subordinated to the claims of the pledgor's creditor. The
House of Lords gave judgment for Robertson. Lord Watson
refused to discuss the internal law of England. After stating
that Robertson had done what was necessary by Scottish law
to acquire a real right against the whisky, he proceeded as
follows:
*It would in my opinion be contrary to the elementary principles of
international law, and, so far as I know, without authority, to hold that
the right of a Scottish creditor when so perfected can be defeated by a
transaction between his debtor and the citizen of a foreign country
which would be according to the law of that country, but is not accord-
ing to the law of Scotland, sufficient to create a real right in the goods.'1
Again:
'The crucial question in this case is whether the right. . . vests in the
pledgee of the documents, not &ju$ ad rem merely, but a real interest in
the goods to which these documents relate. That is a question which I
have no hesitation in holding must, in the circumstances of this case,
be solved by reference to the law of Scotland. The whisky was in Scot-
land, and was there held in actual possession by a custodian for G as the
true owner. That state of the tide could not, so far as Scotland was
concerned, be altered or overcome by a foreign transaction of pledge
which had not, according to the rules of Scottish law, the effect of vest-
ing the property in the whisky, or, in other words, a jus in re^ in the
pledgee.'
Case of     The transfer of movables while they are in course of transit
™™ raises a difficult question of choice of law.2
Suppose, for instance, that a parcel of goods has been dispatched over-
land from London to Bucharest, and that before reaching its destination
it has been the subject of a sale or some other commercial transaction.
The problems that such circumstances raise become more complex if
1 [1898] A.C. 616, atp. 625.
z For a fuller discussion see Lalive, op. cit., pp. 186-93  Wolff", pp. 519-21;
Hellendall, 17 Canadian Bar Rtview, 2 5 et seqq.

